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iBSTHiCT ^ * . ' . ' 

I saaple Qf^ University o^ Haryland, College Park, 
undergraduates froi 1969 was compared to,,oi}'e fron 1^79 on the **type** 
of student tliey considered theisej^ves to be, based. on the Cj.ark"Trov 
nodel. Compared to 1969, in 1979 there were fever Collegiate types (B 
percent vs. 26 percent) tforei Acadeiic types (34 percei^ vs« '20 
percent) ,^ ai}d Bore Vocational; types (43 percenters. 35 percent) # but 
atioa^ the saa^ percentage of Nonconforiist types (15 v^. 19 .peix^nt.) ^ 
Differences by sejc v*aried greatly between 1969 and 1979. ^ilhile sore 
feiales* th,an lales vere Collegiate in 1969 (33 percenl^ vs*. Vb, 
percent) , there vere no differences in lale and feaaxe Colleg'iates in 
1979, ^and their percentages had dropped to B perc^£. I nuch larger 
percentage of sales than fesales vei:e Vocational in 1969 (44 percent 
vs. 28 percent), compared to 1979 (lale 47 percent, feoale 4^0 
percent). 7here were- al£iO relatively iiore female than likle Acadeiic, 
types in 196? (24 percent ys. 17 percent) than in 1979 (feiale 
percent vs. lale 32 percent)* Explanations of the types* and / 
iiiplications of the results are discussed. It is* suggested that in 
the 1980s vonen students »ay see tfafitselves in, very luch the saae vay 
as len do. (Author/LB) P 
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'* STPDENT TYPES:'. MALE AMD FEmE CHANGES OVER. A DECADE - 



WiUiea E. Sedlacek and ftichael D. Masters 



* , Reae^rch Report # 14-fiO ' * _ ' ''^ 

' ' ' Subxaary ^ ' * • 

A sample of University o£ Harylan'd, College Park, (UMep) dnder graduated frOfzi 
196^-was compai^ to one from! 1979 on the "type*^ of student thQjf^ considered 
^themselves to be, l)ased on the' 6lark-Trow model. 

Compared^to 196$, in«1979 there were fewer Collegiate types (82 vs 26Z}f 
more Academic types vs 10%) j and more Vocational, types (43Z ,vs 35%), but 
^about the same perce()t>age of NSncdnformist types (ISZ ^ 19Z)^ Differences by 
flex varied greatly' between' 1969 and 1979 » While more females than males were 
Collegiate in 1969 (33Z vs 16%) ^ there i^^te no differences in male and female 
Collegiates in 1979 1 and their percerfta^e had droppStJ ^o 8Z- A much latger 

percentage of males than females- were \^ocational ial969 (44Z vs ^Z) compared 

' ^ ■ , ^ . " ' ' /■ ' 

to 1979 (ttale'47Z, female AOZ), , There were also relatively mor^. female than 

male Academic typ?s in 1969 (242 vs 17Z) than 'in 1979- (female 35Z vs raale32Z).c: 

. ^' - ^ " v . ' ' ■ ' ^- ' - ■ 

^Explanations of the tfypes , and U^mplicat ions of t}ie .results are discus'^ed. 



} \ ^ ' . k'J 

■ < • " \ 
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Clark and Trow (1966) developed the idea of examining student subcultures as 
a way of understanding student* academic and nonaca^emici; life more Qlearly*^ 
Whil&- numerous studies on Clark*Trow types have been done, little work has 

concentrated on tbe longitudinal or cro'ss-sectional change's at an institution 

\ * - ' ' ^ 

ovct^^oe/ It would appear that optimum planning for student needs, and hence 

se'rvices, could best be done by such research. The purpose of the present 

study was to observe changes in student type* at the University of Maryland, 

College Park, (UMCP) over a ten year^riod, 1969-1979. 

• . * ' ' ■ 

Pio're.and Sedlacek (1970) studied Clark-Trow types for a sampje of 628 UMCP 

undergraduates an4 found that the distribution of types significantly differed 

by sex. In 1979, a .sample of 582 UMCP undergraduate a (8U return rates) was 

asked to type themselves by selecting the ClarTc^ Trow typology which best 

m. » 

» described them (Table !)• , Table 2 shows results by sex ctanparing 1965, an^ 1979" 
students. All differences discussid below, are significant at the .05 level 
' using chV-square, » 



^ ' ♦ RESULTS 



Compared to 1969, in 1979 there were^ fewer coltWgiate types (8Z vs 262), 

\ - ■ ■ * • ' ^ * 

.pore academic types (34i.vs 202 Ic^^and^ more Vocational types (A32 vs 35%), bat 

about the same percentage of Nonconformist types (15Z vs,192). Differences by » 
• * # * i 

sex caried greatly between 1969 and 1979. While more females than males were 

* ' # - * ^ , -J ' 

collegiate in 1969 (332 vs 182)., there wer# no differences in male anti female 

Collegiat^ in 1979, and^their percentage had dropped' to* 9% • A much larger ^ 

1 ' ► , * » 

percentage of malea than females were Vocational in 1969 (AAZ Vs 28Z), compared 

to 1979 (male 472, female 402). There were also relatively more female thaA ^ 

male academic type* in 1969 (242 vs 172) than in 1979 (female 355; ys male 322). 



■ • ' • . ; ■ ■^ 
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Xne results appear to contain a few jsurprises, Thi increase in vocational 
orientation, is to be expected, based on economic pressures reported hy students 
(Rodger^Sy Sedlacek and Bachhuber,#1979), but the largest increase was in the 
Acadeciic type, who %re oriented toward learning and studying rather than toward 
just getting a diploma. This may be explained partially by the interest* of 
. Academic types in graduate or professional school, which can be an alternative 

V ^ . . . ■ 

\o> seeking employment with a bachelor's degree. The large decrease in 
Collegiate types is .also surprising , to those who Have felt that higher 

^ducdtion .has experienced a return .to the interests and lifestyles of the 

\ ^ > * ' ' * . ^ 

19S0's^.Qn campus. As students see themselves, the opposite!' appears to be true» 

Ttiat iA, xiuring the period of unrenst asso&iate<) .wieb 1969, there were 

significantly more Collegiate types than there were in 1979; in fact, there 

' \ • • " . • . • 

Vere even fewer Collegiate types than Honconforpists in 1979. Along these same 

lines. It i^^, interesting to note that the humber of Nonconformists has remained 

about the s^e across the decade, ' ' K* 

An additional point of interest is that there appear to be many fewer 



differences ih percen^g^s of male and female types in 1979 than in 1969- in 
1969, male stu^c^nts were more job oriented and sromewh^t more Nonconformist than 
female studentA. Females, on the other hand, tended to be more studious and 
concerned with k good time while in school ♦ In 1979 there was a tendency for 
'males to be^more vocationally oriented than females, but much less sio than in 

/ if . ^ * • • . 

'19&?. Otherwise there appears to be little difference in tfi? typologies of men 
and women id. 197^. .While more research certainly needs to be done to further 
(docunent the change, this could be an important considexration in our planning 
'a^d thinking about academic and nonacademic programs and services , alike* In 
^19^9 it would have bfeen best tg coi^idec the differences reported by sex when 
planning an allocation of campus resources or in designing stude||t services^ in 



1979 it may be best to ignore sex ^^tliese^ecision. Even though we still have 
many problems associated witi\ differential' treatment of women (Hednick, Tangrl 
and Hoffman, 1915), the 1980'a nay see iip dealing with^ a, situation where motft * 
wocaen students se^. themselves in very much the same way as do men students, at ^ 
least within the limits of typology."^ The other changes which' could come about ^ 
because of thKs similar perception of.role^ ox' at least concomittant^ith it, 
^ will be important for us all to study ancT^ct upon, - * ^ ■ 
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Tabig 1 

A Description of Clark and Trow.^s (1966) Typology 

I* Academic :Highly involved with ideaa and highly identified "with your 
college, faculty and administration. / 

Your gtout>'aeriou&ly pursues knowledge to the extent of doing more 
than phe minimum required for passing*! A large part of your leisure 
tiiae is spend in reading books not required for course woVk and in 
« intellectual discussions with facul'ty and friends of similar 

orientation. You are attached to your school as a place of ideas and 
learning and through the faculty and f 'iends you meet there. Most erf 
your group has aspirations for at ten ling graduate or professional 
school. * ' ' . 

II.. Collegiate ; Not highly involved «ith ideas but highly identified with 
your coll«ge» " . . 

Your group is primarily interested in the social Activities 
available on campus dnd is g'enerally indifferent -to serious academic 
demands or involvement with' ideas .beyond , the *re^iuirements for 
passing. The students in this subculture are primarily from the 
middle and upper middle class , most live on or around campus and few 
work. Football y fraternities and sororities , dates , cars^ drinking 
andf campus fun are major pursuits and help to cement a loyal 
attachment 'to your college. 
J* 

III* Nonconformist : Highly involved with ideas but not highly identified with 
your college. * 
Aggressive nonconformism, critical ^detachment from the college and 
its faculty, and ^ generalized hostility to the college 
administration distinguishes your group. Ideas and knowledge are 
important to your group, but your main referent is off-campus 
S9ciety. You pursue a distinctive identify, not^s a by-prpduct, but 
as the aim of your education. ^ 



IV. 



Vocational : Not highly involved ideas and not highl]f identified with your 
x:ollege« 

Most of your time is spent among students from lower middle class 
homes who cannot Afford the expensive frivolities that are often 
associated with college life. Your group is in school primarily for 
a rfTploma and the better joh^<#ch the degree offers* While in 
school you* 11 probably work 20^40 hours a week. You hardly have time 
for fraternities, football games or intellectual bull, sessions. 
^ Your goals are doing enough to pass the course and getjthe diploma* 
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ufflbers and Percentages of Students Choosing Clark-Trow l^pes 
^ . "• By Year and Sex ' . 



* * 










Acadeaic 


Collegiate 


Nonconformist Vocational 


Total 


Male 59 (17Z). 


' 60 mxy 


72 (21%) 


149 (44%) 


^40 (100%) , 


1969 Female 70 (24Z) 


. .94" r33Z) 


- 43 (15%) 


. 81 (28Z) 


288 (100%) 


1969 Total 129 (20%) 


• 154 i26V 


115 (19^) 


230 (35%) 


• * 628 (100%) 


MaU 99 (32%) 


• 


40 (13%) ■ 

> 


144 C47X) 


■. - 308 (100%) 


1979 Female 96 "(35%) 


22 (8Z) 


47 (17Z) 


109 (40%) . 


2^4 (100%) ' 


1979 Total 195 


47 (8%) 


87 (15%) 


253 (43%) 


582 (J00%>' 
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